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Inspection «f I^^ilities |Bg| 3lg) 

The test objectives mad the aetiology ere reasonable. The 
choice of facilities could he alt***®. in order to l) better reflect 
fie® fetters is rocket m$Lm production *» distinct trm pro&wtion. 
coscurrost with MD work, 2) isclafie a facility involved 1 b both 
X&34 «ag epees booster production and ';) include 80J*sibl»g closer 
to actual ptsiaetiaii of solid missiles— i.e* inspection of 
facilities engaged la fabricating motor casings, sad the filling 
and earing process. Accordingly, the following facilities should 
be considered ®# addit-loas or alteflw&ives for- the list o» pep 29* 

1) BeeketdyBe Sscility, beasho, Mo. 

2) Gomvuir plant, Bm Diego, Calif. 

3J Hercules Plant, Magna, Utah or Air Force Plant 
#&$ (Eaeketdyne) Macgregor ,. Texas 

As a condition for assuring production at agreed rates, it is 
suggested that more attention be paid to the feasibility of lifting 
the area of s declared facility to e sine ©ssssessurat© vith agreed 
production rates. For eraople, it is possible to establish the 
amount of floor space respired for e. given rate of missile production 
at assumed levels of subecsrtiactisg, floe rates, work hours end missile 
weights, sue It is thus feasible to limit the sine of a declared 
facility a# a supplementary means of control. 

The aMUB$tlsn in this study is that inspection of a facility 
for tha «*t#t«nee of a spealaliaed cen^onsKt or sub-assembly if 
the bast m y to determine vhetfeer or not sm undeclared facility if? 
actually smfNP 83 ** ss^pgtting clnaHestlne *§s&;slly lies. 

Bather than emphasising products, vhieh at low production rates 
css aid be cplekly bidden, it ic suggested that there are probably 


ACDA/DOS declassification & release instructions on file 



ls ioooo 





-j 


Approved For Release 2000/C 


P-RDP79B00972A0001 00080014-8 





Approved For Release 2^ffilr!TlA-RDP79BaD9«2A0001 0008001 4-8 


unique production processes or features that are more likely 
indicators of missile -related activity. Therefore, in addition to 
the proposed test objectives, the search teams might be asked 

1) to report on specialised equipment, tools and jigs that are 

idle or In use, which are compatible with missile related production 

2) to search for indications of special areas within the plant for 
metal treatment, enviromentally - controlled rooms, or particularly 
meticulous quality control procedures and 3) to observe use of 
material or parts with unusually critical specifications for the 
type of declared projects involved — e.g. the use of expensive 
alloy steels in production of refrigerator® which was observed in 
the analysis of the Dnepr refrigerator produced at DMDPC. Oils 
approach 1® particularly applicable to parts for electronic products. 

A* a general cement to this study, it would seem more 
efficient — under actual conditions *- that Inspection of unde- 
clared facilities be implemented by the same inspectors ae monitor 
declared facilities. Therefore, it is suggested that at least one 
field test be given to testing the relative accuracy obtained by 
uaing the eame inspectors for both declared and undeclared facilities. 

Ny 

Transportation Monitoring (B8R 827) 

The test conditions for these I appear to be reasonably valid. 

The personnel fatigue factor would appear to be the most important 
consideration to test, and also the ability of the observers to 
distinguish between, say, an 80-foot passenger car and a 90-foot 
passenger car. It is assumed that f base IV will deal with possible 
movement of missiles by truck from the urban areas for transhipment 
to rail ears at a point beyond the monitoring stations. In this 
regard, there are various combinations of road, rail and water 
shipments that could be devised to by-pass a rail monitoring 
system, finally, distinction of critical areas by population is 
not a valid criterion, as it removed at least one known miesile 
production area from the monitoring list. 

A# a general comment to the transportation study, the test 
procedure® and parameters for the Phase III tests (air trans- 
portation ) are not clear. Although it is agreed that no Soviet 
operational aircraft can carry strategic missiles, such aircraft 
may be expected should the Soviet® feel a need to circumvent an 
agreement. It is unclear how this sort of traffic could be 
monitored without compromising certain intelligence collection 
and analytic techniques. 
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